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catering to certain interests, however sectional, could not
be changed by such methods. There was a good deal of
force in this argument, but it must be mentioned in fairness
to Romesh Dutt and the "Moderates" in general that at the
close of the nineteenth century or even in the first decade
of the twentieth century no clear cut alternative programme
had emerged. Terrorism was certainly in the air, specially
in the first few years of the present century, and though
the cult of violence was passionately adhered to by a section
of the community and had evoked heroic acts of self-sacri-
fice on the part of a large number of gallant young men,
terrorism by itself offered no alternative to the then cur-
rent political programme, however ineffective the current
programme might have been. The terrorist movement helped
to awaken public opinion and create an anti-colonial, anti-
imperialist attitude, but as a programme in isolation it did
not stand much chance of success against the superior armed
might of the ruling authorities. It was in fact not until a
mass movement was initiated under the leadership of
Mahatma Gandhi with its programme of mass non-coopera-
tion and civil disobedience that a method could be said to
have been found which could successfully challenge the rul-
img authority. It was indeed the mass character of the
movement thus initiated with widespread disaffection against
the then established authority rather than the specific pro-
grammes of action which gave rise to the realisation that
India could not be held against the will of the great majority
of the people of the country, and resulted ultimately m the
transfer of power to Indian representatives.
In the nineteenth century the political movement had
just commenced. Naturally, it was initiated by leaders be-
longing to the educated middle classes. The concept of mass
action outlined and implemented in practice by Mahatma

